








of RSA 362-A. The rules provide the necessary exemptions to allow customer-sited projects to
remain eligible.

Eversource offers one suggestion relative to Puc 903.03. Without additional language, it
may be possible for developers and land owners to artfully redraw existing parcel boundaries (or
create additional parcels) in a manner that avoids certain aspects of Puc 903.03. Accordingly,
Eversource proposes that language similar to the below be added to the rule:

In the event where the status of a development as a single project or multiple
projects is unclear to the relevant utility or the Commission, the burden shall be
on the renewable energy project developer to provide evidence to the utility, the
Commission, or both, sufficient to demonstrate that proposed net metering
projects comply with the language and intent of Puc 903.03 and, specifically, to
provide evidence that parcel boundaries have not been altered for the purposes of
increasing net metering eligibility.

2. Page 38 — 909.06(c)(2). The current proposed rule specifies that changes to a group receiving
on-bill crediting are to be effective on the next host and customer billing cycle at least 5 business
days follow the date of a change notification. In light of the need to review, validate, and
accommodate the information in the change notification as defined in 909.06(¢), Eversource
believes that 5 business days is likely too short a time frame. While at the public hearing
Eversource had recommended 10 business days, upon further review of the issue Eversource
recommends amending the term to 30 days to capture a full cycle and to clarify that that the
clock starts following the verification of data received. Moreover, the 30-day timeframe would
better accommodate those instances where a host submits changes for a substantial number of
member accounts at one time and/or where multiple hosts submit changes at one time.

3. Page 38 — 909.06(c)(4) and 909.06(d). The current proposed rules specify that certain
actions are to be undertaken in the event a group member finals its account. The rules indicate
that the credits will continue to accrue until a change is implemented. Rather than await a
change, Eversource recommends that the circumstance be handled more similarly to that
described in 909.06(c)(5) where the allocation for that member is redistributed to the host.

4. Page 38 — 903.06(c)(5). It appears that the word “to” should be inserted following the word
“redistributed”.

5. Page 41 — 909.08(n). The proposed rule requires that a utility “make available” information
to a host following each host billing cycle. Eversource requests that the term “make available”
be clarified to explain what qualifies, i.e., does an email or letter qualify, should it be posted to a
website, or is something else required? Additionally, compiling and providing the information
required on each host’s billing cycle for every group host who may be involved in on-bill
crediting will require an extensive manual effort. Eversource would request that the requirement
for providing the information be relaxed to annually or semi-annually.

6. As a general comment, Eversource also notes that implementing these rules, and, in
particular, the on-bill crediting will require manual efforts and likely the hiring or one or more



employees on a full-time basis to process payments, assure accurate billing, generate reports,
respond to inquiries and otherwise conduct the program. Eversource requests that the
Commission, whether in the rules or otherwise, make a provision for timely recovery of the
incremental costs of complying with these new regulatory requirements.



